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ter in January 1918, sealed the question so far
3S I am concerned. He there promised that the
Turks should not be turned oat of Constanti-
nople. He promised not to the Turks and
Austrians alone, not, as the noble Lord the
Member for Hitchin (Lord Robert Cecil)
suggests, as a matter which would depend
upon the subsequent action of Turkey or
Austria, but it was a pledge to our Muslim
follow-subjects in this Empire. It is true that
I do not suppose that the passing of: that
pledge and the making of that speech affected
-one whit either the bravery of those men in
the field or even the members who enlisted in
India to join the Service; but even if it
effected one solitary individual, it is of the
^utmost importance that what we have said we
must stick to, and though it may have had
"little effect in the past, it would have a terrific
-effect upon our reputation in the future if .it
began to be realised all over the eastern parts
of our Empire that a speech which has been
interpreted as a solemn pledge should have
been cast aside and overthrown at the instance
of an agitation in this country/'*
* Hansard, 20th February, 1920.